Motto: "We cannot prevent disasters ... What we hope to do is to be more proactive, to be better prepared so that we can react better, faster." Winston Choo, 2006 
Introduction
The human society survives nowadays in a natural and anthropogenic environment in a continuous change, being exposed to a wide variety of more or less dangerous situations, generated by numerous factors, of natural as well as anthropogenic origin. The frequent manifestations of extreme natural phenomena, such as powerful earthquakes, droughts, heavy rains, floods, landslides, storms and strong hurricanes, to which we can add the multiple technogenic accidents and the various social conflicts, can have a direct influence on the health and the welfare of each person, as well as on the society as a whole. The statistics shows that 95% of all the human victims caused by the natural hazards belongs to the countries in development. In the rich countries, the number of these victims is very small, but the economic prejudice reaches 75% of the global material losses. All these and many other risk natural phenomena from the last decades have conditioned the need to intensify the activities intended to prevent and mitigate the consequences of natural hazards, nationally and internationally, for the international cooperation in the field.
This necessity was mentioned in a series of international documents and, especially, in the Millennium Declaration (Resolution 55/2 of the UNO General Meeting, New York, 2000), stating the fundamental principles and values of sustainable development of the human society in the XXI century. This document mainly specifies "…the need to make common endeavours to prevent and reduce the effects of natural disasters, as well as of the ones caused by people". This provision may be qualified as one of the millennial purposes, which must be achieved by the international community until 2015. Considering the essence of the statement in this matter, we can specify that the centre of gravity of these field activities is set not on the removal of the consequences of the hazards, meaning on activities intended to remedy or recover after the situations caused by these disasters, but on activities to prevent them. The practice of the last centuries has already proved that it is much more efficient to invest in the prevention of hazards than to remove their consequences. Considering the increasing proportions of the consequences of the natural disasters, this issue is more and more frequent in the agenda of many international development agencies and of the ones offering assistance for the underdeveloped countries or for the ones in development. If these institutions were more concerned with the "reactions" to these phenomena already occurred in the previous stage, then, over the last two decades, they have been focused more on the actions that are connected to the preparation to face these phenomena, to mitigate and prevent their impact, including on the field training of the employees.
According to the annual reports of the Red Cross International Federation (RCIF), the number of natural hazards in the world grew with 70% during the period 2004-2006, and, in 2007 , this number increased with approximately 20% more and reached over 500, the climate global warming consequences being a reason for this tendency. Therefore, during the last decade (1997) (1998) (1999) (2000) (2001) (2002) (2003) (2004) (2005) (2006) , the number of natural hazards grew with 60% compared with the previous decade (1987) (1988) (1989) (1990) (1991) (1992) (1993) (1994) (1995) (1996) . In the present, the losses following the hazards obviously grow and are accompanied by serious consequences from the point of view of the survival, of the welfare and of the means of existence of the people, especially of the poorest class of the population, and of the loss of the goods gained with hard work during the process of development. In the world, the annual material losses grew ten times following the hazards during the last 50 years ( Looking at the geographical distribution of disasters, Asia was the continent most often hit by natural disasters in 2012 (40.7%), followed by the Americas (22.2%), Europe (18.3%), Africa (15.7%), and Oceania (3.1%). This regional distribution of disaster occurrence resembles the profile observed from 2002 to 2011. In 2012, disaster occurrence in Europe was more than three times the one for 2011 and surpassed its 2002-2012 annual average. Inversely, in Africa, the Americas, Asia and Oceania, disaster occurrences were below the decade annual average.
The estimated economic losses from natural disasters in 2012 (US$ 157 billion) surpassed of almost 10% the annual average damages from 2001 to 2010 (US$ 143 billion). Hurricane Sandy (US$ 50 billion) was the second costliest storm of the decade, but far behind Hurricane Katrina (2012 US$ 147 billion). Damages from the drought in the South-Western and Mid-West regions of the United States (US$ 20 billion) were the highest reported for the decade. These two disasters accounted for 45% of the total amount of reported damages [3] .
The DIPECHO programme had been expanded over the years and now covers eight disaster prone regions: the Caribbean, Central America, South America, Central Asia (which now also includes the South Caucasus countries), South Asia, South East Asia, South East Africa and South West Indian Ocean and Pacific Region (see map - fig.1 ). (Table 3) .
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In Romania, one of the maximum vulnerability areas to the natural disasters is the area of the Black Sea coast, with large effects on the seaside tourism, holding the first place in the hierarchy of the first three tourist attractiveness areas for Romania in 2014 as well, given the following existing geographical case studies:
• The Romanian coast of the Black Sea is characterised through a much accentuated dynamic and vulnerability, which has a close connection to the extreme hydrometeorological phenomena, as well as with the anthropogenic interventions achieved on a local level or in the Danube reception basin.
• Based on the correlated action of the natural and the anthropogenic factors, the Romanian seaside of the Black Sea is affected by the erosion processes on approximately 60% of its length. Because of the lack of urgent and major works, the erosion tends to generalise, affecting the majority of the tourist resorts.
• The northern sector is characterised through an alternation of erosion processes with accumulation processes. The erosion is very pronounced, being favoured by the more active subsidence than in the southern sector, the low altitude of the relief, the lithology of deposits, as well as by the lack of river sand deposits, making the territorial losses even more significant than in the southern sector. As a consequence, the northern sector of the Romanian seaside of the Black Sea can be included in the category of risk coasts compared to the effect on a long term of the marine erosion, especially in the area of the lagoon coast of the Delta.
• The southern sector is characterised by the predominance of the erosion processes. We should mention that, in this sector, the marine erosion is associated to the landslide and collapsing processes of the sea front, especially during the humid periods or during the storms when the waves attack directly the basis of the sea front. The works achieved, especially in the southern sector, have contributed to the end of the degradation of the beaches, but only locally, while these wide sectors continue to be affected by the erosive action of the sea. The most affected places are the beaches from the following resorts: Mamaia, Eforie Nord, Eforie Sud and Mangalia. For example, next to Constanţa, the sea front, although continuously consolidated to protect the constructions from its upper part, has withdrawn with almost 5 m during the last 25 years. Despite all the protection works, the sea front can withdraw at any moment through the landslide processes, generated by the accentuated slope and by the over-dampening of the deposits with the water coming from the precipitations, from the infiltrations coming from the wastewater sewerage or because of the springs emerging at the basis. Fig.3 The sea front affected by landslides in the South of Tuzla
• Without a general protection plan of the coast area, the beaches shall continue to degrade and reduce their surface, and the local economy shall be strongly prejudiced because of the losses recorded in tourism. Moreover, through the sea front withdrawal, numerous constructions found on their upper part are in danger of collapsing. Fig.4 The sea front withdrawal next to Constanţa
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• At the moment, the Dobrogea Seaside Water Directorate (DADL), the management unit responsible with the seaside protection, coordinates the execution of works to stop the marine erosion in several points of the seaside (Eforie Nord, Eforie Sud, Tuzla). The expenses needed to stop the erosion on the entire seaside reach the amount of EUR 316 million, to which we can add other expenses for the feasibility studies, the designs and other unpredicted works (JICA, 2007). In 2013, the coast area of the Romanian seaside benefited from investments of RON 27.33 million consisting of rehabilitation works of the coast area and the protection of the marine biodiversity, of which almost RON 23 million are European funds accessed through Axis 5 of the Sectorial Operational Program. Another program meant to reduce the natural disasters in the area, during the period 2014-2020, is the Romania -Bulgaria cross-border program. All the areas from the Romanian -Bulgarian cross-border region have a reduced capacity to adapt to the climatic changes (among the most reduced ones from the Eastern and Southern Europe). This indicator is influenced by five factors, such as technology, infrastructure, institutions, economic resources, know-how and the awareness and the geographic location (ESPON, 2013) . The hazards and the risks may be prevented, identified and managed through: the consolidation of the capacity, which is generally low, of the region to adapt to climatic changes (through infrastructure, equipment, rules, administrative capacity, cross-border cooperation for the management of natural disasters), the continuous implementation of the projects developed before the program period (such as the measures to prevent the floods and the localisation of hazards, the development of the management system of risks, as well as a common cross-border protection system). A recent evaluation of the tourist sites along the cross-border territory shows a variety of 423 tourist sites in both countries. Two of the nine Bulgarian sites of the world, included in the cultural and natural heritage, protected by UNESCO, are located in the cross-border region -the Stone Monastery from Ivanovo and the Srebarna Natural Reservation. The tourism, one of the most powerful advantages of the region from the labour force occupation point of view and of the services turnover, is a sensitive market dependent on seasons, unequally divided between the Black Sea and well-known for its resorts and the mass tourism during the summer period -Constanţa (RO), Dobrich (BG) -and the unexploited rest of the territory.
Given the local conditions, the sustainable tourism seems to be the sector that best combines the economic potential and the logic of protection to produce the sustainable benefits for the local communities. Moreover, the preservation of the cultural and natural heritage is the key for the management of the seasonal tourism, whose only possibility is often limited by the seaside area in the summer period. Indeed, the seasonality is a major problem for the tourism industry and for its economic impact on the territory, because the instability of the revenues from tourism discourage the involvement in the tourism development and the direct assumption of responsibility by the local people in the tourism sectors or the indirect one through the tourists' expenses.
One solution would be the absorption of European funds dedicated to save the coast area of Romania, in amount of over EUR 234 million, which allow the start of works to stop the marine erosion at the level of the entire seaside.
Moreover, the organisation of a pluridisciplinary research program is imposed, so as to reach the protection of all the environment factors (water, air, soil, biodiversity), as a condition of the optimal revaluation of the tourist potential of the Romanian seaside.
